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It considered to be a rich source to use in order to develop arts 

programs, and Fine Arts students should be trained on using modern 

technology in their specialization also the researcher recommended to the 

necessity of activating the introductions  of modernization of Fine Arts 

teaching methods  through cooperation with higher education institutions 

and training Fine Arts students on using multi-culture sources to develop 

students' critical thinking styles and the necessity  of adopting teaching real 

arts and avoiding traditional practices in teaching Fine Arts and the 

necessity  of adopting local norms project, to ensure the  quality of 

preparing artist with different specialization and attitudes.  
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Abstract
Al-qudah, Mosab Mahmoud. Concepts Changes In Methods Of Teaching 

Fine Arts In Jordanian Universities. Master Thesis, Yermouk University 

2014.(Supervisor: PhD. Ashrraf Al-sayyed Al-ewaly). 

The study aims to observe the changes in concepts of Fine Arts 

educational methods in the Jordanian Universities  from the perspectives of 

instructors in Fine Arts faculty at Yermouk University and Arts and design 

faculty at Jordanian University in the academic year 2014\2015, the 

researcher used the descriptive analyses approach, and the population of the 

study consists of  Fine Arts faculty  instructors at Yermouk University (55), 

and Arts and design faculty instructors in the Jordanian University (32)with 

total number 87. The study tool was applied on instructors of plastics art 

department with number (26) and with percentage (98%). In order to achieve 

the goal of the study the researcher has conducted a 56-items questioner 

distributed on five main areas: the purposes of teaching Fine Arts, the reality 

of Fine Arts teaching,  modern teaching methods, Fine Arts  attitudes, and 

Fine Arts teaching  approaches. The validity and reliability of the tool has 

been verified. 

The results of the study showed that teaching Fine Arts objectives 

were high in the Jordanian universities with average (2.54). The reality of 

Fine Arts teaching in the Jordanian universities was high with average (2.39, 

the fine arts teaching methods used in the Jordanian universities were high 

with average (2, 42), attitudes toward Fine Arts in the Jordanian universities 

according to instructors' perspective were high with average (2, 45), and the 

effectiveness of teaching approaches used in teaching Fine Arts in the 

Jordanian universities was high with average (2, 48). 

On the light of the previous results the researcher recommended that 

the global attitudes to modernize Fine Arts teaching methods are various and  

 


